


























































































































































































































































































































































































Wed Apr 26 17:11:40 EDT 2017 
Gaines.Cynthia@epamail.epa.gov
FW: EPA's Commitment to Small Business 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

 

 

From: Message from the Administrator
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 4:31 PM
To: Message from the Administrator <messagefromtheadministrator@epa.gov>
Subject: EPA's Commitment to Small Business

 

 

National Small Business Week is April 30 - May 6. During the first week of May, EPA will host a series of events to celebrate the important contributions of small
business owners. To help kick off the celebration, we are proud to reiterate EPA’s commitment to small businesses and to salute their many contributions to the
agency’s mission and the country’s economy.

 

The fact is that small businesses are a critical component of and major contributor to the strength of our economy. According to the U.S. Small Business
Administration, small businesses represent 99.7 percent of all employer firms and have generated 64 percent of new jobs since 1994.

 

EPA is at the forefront of providing procurement opportunities to small businesses. In FY 2016, the agency exceeded the 23 percent statutory small business goal
by awarding 40 percent (approximately $638 million) of its contracting dollars to small businesses.

 

The agency also understands that regulations can adversely impact small business growth. With the help of our Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business
Utilization (OSDBU), EPA is listening to the perspectives of small business and actively working towards eliminating undue regulations that affect the small
business community.

 

OSDBU works to support the protection of human health and the environment by advocating and advancing the business, regulatory, and environmental
compliance concerns of small businesses. From maximizing small business contracting opportunities to advocating for reductions in small business regulatory
burdens, OSDBU leads the agency’s collective efforts to champion the interests of America’s small businesses.

 

As we renew our commitment to small businesses during this National Small Business Week, employees should continue to partner with OSDBU to consider
“small business first” and to support their ongoing contributions to our country’s growth and competitiveness.

 

Thank you for your dedication to EPA and its small business programs.

 

Scott Pruitt

Administrator

 





















































































































































































Thu Apr 27 10:03:22 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: Public Land Use and Funding 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

FYI to OPEEE

 

From: Sharon Gorsch [mailto:s ]
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 9:10 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: Public Land Use and Funding

 

Greetings Mr. Pruitt,

 

I am writing you as well as the Fish & Wildlife Service, EPA and Department of Education.

 

Below is a link to 2 articles about outdoor education. The article promotes the resources we need to Make America Great Again. Making available public
land to teach us about our wonderful country.

 

This is he kind of stuff I like my tax dollars supporting! I hope the tax reform talks and subsequent applications of the planned tax reform consider funding
and protecting and/or conserving natural resources.

 

With he Fish & Wildlife Service, the EPA, and the Department of Education and such other departments needed to affect such support , the possibilities
are abundant!

 

https://content.govdelivery.com/…/USDOIFW…/bulletins/196d740

 

Have a fabulous day.

Kind regards,
Sharon Gorsch

 

 

(b) (6)



Thu Apr 27 10:13:27 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: Attached Letter - Saving the United States Coal Industry 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

DRF?

 

From: Patrick Maloy [mailto
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 3:25 PM
To: President@whitehouse.gov
Cc: wreinert@doc gov; the.secretary@hq.doe.gov; Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: Attached Letter - Saving the United States Coal Industry
Importance: High

 

Dear Mr. President,

 

Please find attached a letter I've sent to you via US Mail. My staff has been unable to track a reliable Official Email Address for
Secretary of Interior - Ryan Zinke, or Secretary of Defense - James Mattis.

 

I thank you for your bold leadership and you and your Cabinet remain in our prayers as you "drain the swamp". 

 

YOU are doing a great job for America and I hope the attached helps you to help our country. As a special request, could you please
direct someone to confirm receipt of this email?

 

General Conway, 34th Commandant USMC has already confirmed receipt; but, Secretary Mattis' private email is no longer being
monitored.

 

Humbly,

 

Patrick Maloy

 

 

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

(b) (6)

(b) (6)













Thu Apr 27 10:14:43 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: Ex-EPA'er - A Different Perspective 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

DRF

 

From: Richard Kinch [mailto t]
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 2:56 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Cc: Schnare, David <schnare.david@epa.gov>
Subject: Ex-EPA'er - A Different Perspective

 

As with many ex-EPA employees, I was asked to sign a climate change letter. Respectfully, there are multiple reasons why I would not
sign:

 

I do not find the approach of “we are right, your thoughts have no validity” as being helpful to a meaningful dialogue.●

Based on my experience of 40+ years at EPA, there are uncertainties and mutual respect is necessary for a fruitful dialogue.●

Like the vast majority of those signing the letter, I have not developed climate change models and thus have limited expertise. I
prefer stating my own position, which admittedly reflects my limited expertise in the intricacies of climate change, rather than sign
on to someone else’s position.

●

 

As for my position on the climate change issue, I have one big picture observation that could enhance the dialogue:

 

There appears to be a lack of sufficient innovative thought and focus on solutions that address climate change and provide
additional societal benefits. For example, the use of coal fly ash in concrete not only produces less expensive and structurally
better concrete, it can result in reducing greenhouse gases by replacing a portion of the cement used in concrete. In the world,
there is only one country, Israel, that has more trees on its lands than it had 100 years ago. What about planting trees and desert
greening, where the result provides added value for society, and there are opportunities for public/private partnerships? By no
means is this meant to be a comprehensive list of the possibilities, but rather to reflect on the apparent lack of innovative
thought. As a country, we seem fixated upon punishing select industries and even ourselves. If we have coal fired power plants
spend billions of dollars sequestering carbon dioxide or otherwise force expensive closure, the people of this country gain no
added benefits beyond carbon dioxide control. We need to move from a “punishment” focus, to using our ingenuity to explore
and implement better solutions for the good people in the U.S.

 

Potentially, there is a different political dialogue regarding the uncertainties associated with climate change, if innovative
solutions were more cost effective and provided substantial additional benefits.

(b) (6)



Thu Apr 27 10:15:41 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: OIG Project Notification Memo - Audit of EPA's Fiscal Year 2017 Financial Statements 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

DRF

 

From: Smith, Robert L
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 1:52 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>; Flynn, Mike <Flynn.Mike@epa.gov>; Assistant Administrators
<Assistant_Administrators@epa.gov>; Richardson, RobinH <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>; Brennan, Thomas
<Brennan.Thomas@epa.gov>; Hull, George <Hull.George@epa.gov>; Valentine, Julia <Valentine.Julia@epa.gov>; Regional
Administrators <Regional_Administrators@epa.gov>; Osborne, Howard <Osborne.Howard@epa.gov>; Conklin, Jeanne
<Conklin.Jeanne@epa.gov>; Jones-Peeler, Meshell <Jones-Peeler.Meshell@epa.gov>; OBrien, Kathy <Obrien.Kathy@epa.gov>;
Noga, Vaughn <Noga.Vaughn@EPA.GOV>; Polk, Denise <Polk.Denise@epa.gov>; Patrick, Kimberly <Patrick.Kimberly@epa.gov>;
Gray, Linda <gray.linda@epa.gov>; Stewart, Keith <Stewart.Keith@epa.gov>; Stultz, Lisa <Stultz.Lisa@epa.gov>; Jones, Rodney-
Daryl <Jones.Rodney-Daryl@epa.gov>; Mackey, Cyndy <Mackey.Cyndy@epa.gov>; Watkins, Harrell <Watkins.Harrell@epa.gov>;
Cheatham, Reggie <cheatham.reggie@epa.gov>; Terris, Carol <Terris.Carol@epa.gov>; Osinski, Michael
<Osinski.Michael@epa.gov>; Jefferson, Gayle <Jefferson.Gayle@epa.gov>; Hitchens, Lynnann <hitchens.lynnann@epa.gov>; Hardy,
Michael <Hardy.Michael@epa.gov>; Upd ke, David <Upd ke.David@epa.gov>; Thorpe, Tim <Thorpe.Tim@epa.gov>; Gray, Richard
<Gray.Richard@epa.gov>; Jones, Quentin <Jones.Quentin@epa.gov>; Miller, Dale <Miller.Dale@epa.gov>; O'Connor, John
<OConnor.John@epa.gov>; Anthony, Sherri <Anthony.Sherri@epa.gov>; Ripollone, Eva <Ripollone.Eva@epa.gov>; Yusuf, Istanbul
<Yusuf.Istanbul@epa.gov>; Chadwick-Gallo, Carmelita <Chadwick-Gallo.Carmelita@epa.gov>; Luebbering, Gregory
<luebbering.gregory@epa.gov>; Lavergne, Dany <lavergne.dany@epa.gov>; Washington, Lorna <Washington.Lorna@epa.gov>;
Jackson, Yvette <Jackson.Yvette@epa.gov>; Deane, Benita <Deane.Benita@epa.gov>; Lemley, Lauren <Lemley.Lauren@epa.gov>;
Spriggs, Gwendolyn <Spriggs.Gwendolyn@epa.gov>; Hallum, Carrie <hallum.carrie@epa.gov>; Vincent, Marc
<Vincent.Marc@epa.gov>; Moore, Steven <Moore.Steven@epa.gov>; Hingeley, Maureen <Hingeley.Maureen@epa.gov>; Cursio,
Heather <Cursio.Heather@epa.gov>; Weiner, Janet <Weiner.Janet@epa.gov>; Thornton, Kecia <Thornton.Kecia@epa.gov>; Webb,
Brian <Webb.Brian@epa.gov>; Holliday, Kysha <Holliday.Kysha@epa.gov>; AFCs <AFCs@epa.gov>; Regional AFC List
<Regional_AFC_List@epa.gov>; Elkins, Arthur <Elkins.Arthur@epa.gov>; Sheehan, Charles <Sheehan.Charles@epa.gov>; Shields,
Edward <Shields.Ed@epa.gov>; Larsen, Alan <Larsen.Alan@epa.gov>; Christensen, Kevin <Christensen.Kevin@epa.gov>; Copper,
Carolyn <Copper.Carolyn@epa.gov>; Sullivan, Patrick F. <Sullivan.Patrick@epa.gov>; Eyermann, Richard
<Eyermann.Richard@epa.gov>; Kaplan, Jennifer <Kaplan.Jennifer@epa.gov>; Lagda, Jeffrey <Lagda.Jeffrey@epa.gov>; Elbaum,
Kentia <elbaum.kentia@epa.gov>; Brevard, Rudy <Brevard.Rudy@epa.gov>
Cc: Curtis, Paul <Curtis.Paul@epa.gov>; Hiatt, Margaret <Hiatt.Margaret@epa.gov>; Arrington, Wanda <Arrington.Wanda@epa.gov>;
Papakonstantinou, Demetrios <Papakonstantinou.Demetrios@epa.gov>; May, Sheila <May.Sheila@epa.gov>; Samuel, William
<Samuel.Bill@epa.gov>
Subject: OIG Project Notification Memo - Audit of EPA's Fiscal Year 2017 Financial Statements

 

On behalf of Paul Curtis, Director, Financial Statement Audits, attached is the Project Notification Memo for our Audit of EPA’s Fiscal
Year 2017 Financial Statements.
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April 26, 2017 

MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Project Notification:
   Audit of EPA�s Fiscal Year 2017 Financial Statements 
   Project No. OA-FY17-0206 

FROM:  Paul C. Curtis, Director    
   Financial Statement Audits  

    
TO:     David Bloom, Acting Chief Financial Officer 

   Office of the Chief Financial Officer 
 
We will begin our audit testing of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency�s (EPA�s) fiscal year 2017 
financial statements during April 2017. We are providing this memorandum to (1) continue our mutual 
efforts to establish a high level of expectations for and commitments by all offices to provide timely and 
accurate information in support of the financial statements and other information included in the EPA�s 
Annual Financial Report and (2) help ensure a mutual understanding of our respective roles and 
responsibilities during the audit. We include more details about our respective responsibilities in 
Attachment 1, Audit Expectations. In Attachment 2, Provided by Agency List, we have listed the 
documents to be provided by the agency that we require to complete this audit by the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) deadline. 
 
High Level of Expectations and Commitments 
 
We appreciate the level of commitment and cooperation exhibited by staff and managers from your 
office during our audit of the EPA�s fiscal year 2016 financial statements. Their support allowed us to 
complete the audit by the deadline. We encourage you to continue your efforts to strengthen the 
agency�s coordination and quality control processes to ensure that accurate data is available in a timely 
manner to prepare the annual financial statements and that these statements and supporting 
documentation are made available in a timely manner for audit. For the fiscal year 2017 financial 
statements, we will issue an audit report with our opinion in accordance with the OMB deadline, 
regardless of the readiness of the agency�s financial statements.  
 
To help ensure that we meet the agreed-upon date for submitting audited financial statements, we ask 
that the senior officials and staff of each office responsible for providing information in support of the 
financial statements offer the highest possible level of commitment. We will keep you promptly 
informed of any delays, with the goal of keeping our respective staffs on target to meet the OMB 
deadline for submitting audited financial statements. We will also be glad to assist you in updating 
office directors regarding the progress and status of the audited financial statements, including briefing 
senior officials if necessary.  

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

OFFICE OF 
INSPECTOR GENERAL 
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It is extremely important that any new processes or procedures developed be provided to us in a timely 
manner—especially any new processes involving Compass or changes in controls as a result of 
modifications to the system. If such processes or procedures are provided late in the audit, it may 
complicate or prevent the development of procedures to audit such information in time to meet the 
deadline. Because the EPA has made substantial changes to Compass through its Compass Version 
Enhancement, we will need additional support from your staff as we update our documentation of your 
controls. 
 
Planning and Coordination of Audit Work 
 
We will conduct an entrance conference with your office before transaction testing begins. The 
estimated timetable for the audit and the types of assistance needed will be discussed at that time. We 
understand that the EPA is again expecting to prepare an annual financial report for fiscal year 2017 that 
will include the audited comparative financial statements and other information required by OMB.  
 
Audit work will be performed at all EPA finance centers and, as needed, at other financial and program 
offices in both headquarters and the regions. We will contact the offices where audit work will be 
performed to let them know when we will be in their offices. We may also contact offices where we do 
not plan to perform onsite work to obtain information. 
 
In addition to the list in Attachment 2, we request that you provide the following data as soon as possible 
but no later than 2 weeks from the date of this notification memo; furthermore, we request that you 
continue to provide this information throughout the audit as it is developed:  
 

1. The most current Compass business process reengineering maps. 
2. The most current posting models at the general ledger account entry level.  
3. Recent policies or procedures on posting transactions in Compass (including, but not limited to, 

spending adjustment documents developed by the Compass contractor, current crosswalks, etc.). 
4. A list of any new accounts in fiscal year 2017. 
5. A list of new document types�transaction types, general ledger accounting entries and standard 

vouchers.  
6. A list of changes to existing document types�transaction types and�or standard vouchers. 
7. Any general ledger account variance analysis or analytical reviews performed. 
8. The most current cumulative Compass contractor change request list. 
9. The most current cumulative schedule of posting model changes �Reference Table Updates.� 
10. Briefings to the Office of the Chief Financial Officer senior management on subjects such as the 

quarterly variance analysis. 
 

Please provide all requested documents to Sheila May at may.sheila� epa.gov and Robert Smith at 
smith.robertL� epa.gov. We will work closely with your staff to ensure that the audit meets the OMB 
deadline. If you know of issues you would like us to address during the audit, we can discuss them at the 
entrance conference.  
 
We respectfully note that the Office of Inspector General (OIG) is authorized by the Inspector General 
Act of 1978, as amended, to have timely access to personnel and all materials necessary to complete its 
objectives. During the course of the audit, we will make every effort to notify you either verbally or in 
writing, in the form of position papers, if we consider the matters to be significant or material.  We will 
consider any response received to those communications before we finalize the draft report.  Due to the 
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nature and timing of our work, some issues may not be fully developed in time to provide a position 
paper, however, we will still inform you of our findings prior to issuance of the draft report.  We will 
request your resolution if an agency employee or contractor refuses to provide requested records to the 
OIG or otherwise fails to cooperate with the OIG. We may report unresolved access matters to the 
Administrator and include the incident in the Semiannual Report to Congress. 
 
Should you or your staff have any questions, please contact me at (202) 566-2523 or 
curtis.paul� epa.gov. You may also contact Robert Smith at (202) 566-2531 or smith.robertl� epa.gov.  
 
 
cc:  Scott Pruitt, The Administrator 

Mike Flynn, Acting Deputy Administrator 
Assistant Administrators 
Robin Richardson, Acting Associate Administrator for Congressional and Intergovernmental    
    Relations  
Tom Brennan, Acting Associate Administrator for Public Engagement and Environmental    
    Education 
George Hull, Acting Associate Administrator for Public Affairs 
Julia Valentine, Acting Director, Office of Media Relations, Office of Public Affairs 
Regional Administrators, Regions 1-10 
Howard Osborne, Associate Chief Financial Officer 
Jeanne Conklin, Acting Controller, Office of the Controller, Office of the Chief Financial Officer  
    (OCFO) 
Meshell Jones-Peeler, Acting Deputy Controller, Office of the Controller, OCFO 
Kathy Sedlak O�Brien, Director, Office of Planning, Analysis and Accountability, OCFO 
Vaughn Noga, Director, Office of Administration, Office of Administration and Resources  
    Management (OARM)  
Denise Polk, Director, Office of Grants and Debarment, OARM 
Kimberly Patrick, Director, Office of Acquisition Management, OARM 
Linda Gray, Director, Office of Human Resources, OARM 
Keith Stewart, Director, Headquarters Procurement Operations Division, OARM  
Lisa Stultz, Acting Director, Cincinnati Procurement Operations Division, OARM 
Rodney-Darryl Jones, Acting Director, Research Triangle Park Procurement Operations Division,  
    OARM 
Cyndy Mackey, Director, Office of Site Remediation Enforcement, Office of Enforcement and  
    Compliance Assurance  
Harrell Watkins, Director, Office of Information Technology Operations, Office of Environmental 
Information  
Reggie Cheatham, Director, Office of Emergency Management, Office of Land and Emergency  
    Management  
Carol Terris, Director, Office of Budget, OCFO 
Michael Osinski, Acting Director, Grants and Interagency Agreements Management Division,  
    OARM  
Gayle Jefferson, Acting Director, Facilities Management and Services Division, OARM 
Lynnann Hitchens, Acting Director, Office of Resources, Operations and Management, OARM  
Michael Hardy, Acting Deputy Director, Office of Resources, Operations and Management, OARM 
David Updike, Acting Director, Desktop Support Services, Office of Environmental Information  
Tim Thorpe, Director, Enterprise Hosting Division, Office of Environmental Information  
Richard Gray, Director, Financial Services Division, Office of the Controller, OCFO 
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Quentin Jones, Director, Office of Technology Solutions, OCFO 
Dale Miller, Director, Program Accounting Branch, Office of the Controller, OCFO  
John O�Connor, Director, Accountability and Cost Analysis Division, Office of the Controller,  
    OCFO 
Sherri� Anthony, Acting Director, Management Integrity and Accountability Branch, Office of the  
    Controller, OCFO 
Eva Ripollone, Director, Applications Management Division, Office of Technology Solutions,  
    OCFO 
Istanbul Yusuf, Acting Director, Policy Training and Accountability Division, Office of the  
    Controller, OCFO  
Carmelita Chadwick-Gallo, Director, Research Triangle Park Finance Center, Office of the  
    Controller, OCFO  
Gregory Luebbering, Director, Cincinnati Finance Center, Office of the Controller, OCFO 
Dany Lavergne, Director, Las Vegas Finance Center, Office of the Controller, OCFO 
Lorna Washington, Acting Director, General Ledger Analysis � Reporting Branch, Office of the  
    Controller, OCFO  
Richard Gray, Acting Director, Washington Finance Center, Financial Services Division, OCFO  
Yvette Jackson, Director, Real Property Services Staff, Office of Administration, OARM  
Benita Deane, Agency Audit Follow-Up Coordinator 
Benita Deane�Sherri� Anthony, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, OCFO 
Lauren Lemley, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, OARM 
Gwendolyn Spriggs, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Enforcement and Compliance  
    Assurance  
Carnie Hallum, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Environmental Information 
Marc Vincent, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Air and Radiation  
Steven Moore, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Water 
Maureen Hingeley�Heather Cursio, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Research and  
    Development 
Janet Weiner, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention  
Kecia Thornton, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Land and Emergency Management  
Brian Webb, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of the Controller, OCFO 
Iesha Alexander, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Information Technology Operations,  
    Office of Environmental Information 
Kysha Holliday, Audit Follow-Up Coordinator, Office of Grants and Debarment, OARM  
Audit Follow-Up Coordinators, Regions 1�10 
Arthur A. Elkins Jr., Inspector General 
Charles Sheehan, Deputy Inspector General 
Edward Shields, Acting Assistant Inspector General for Management  
Alan Larsen, Counsel to the Inspector General  
Kevin Christensen, Assistant Inspector General for Audit  
Carolyn Copper, Assistant Inspector General for Program Evaluation  
Patrick Sullivan, Assistant Inspector General for Investigations  
Richard Eyermann, Deputy Assistant Inspector General for Audit  
Jennifer Kaplan, Deputy Assistant Inspector General for Congressional and Public Affairs  
Jeffrey Lagda, Congressional and Media Liaison, OIG  
Tia Elbaum, Congressional and Media Liaison, OIG  
Rudolph Brevard, Director, Information Resources Management Audits, OIG 
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Attachment 1 
 

Audit Expectations 
 
We will audit the consolidated balance sheet of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as of 
September 30, 2017, and September 30, 2016; the related consolidated statements of net cost, net cost by 
goal, changes in net position, and custodial activity; and the combined statement of budgetary resources 
for the years then ended. We confirm our acceptance and our understanding of this audit engagement by 
means of this letter. Our audit will be conducted with the objective of our expressing an opinion on the 
financial statements and to determine whether:  
 

1. The financial statements are fairly presented in all material respects in accordance with generally 
accepted accounting principles.  
 

2. The EPA�s internal control structure over financial reporting related to the financial statements is 
in place and provides reasonable assurance that:  

a. Financial transactions are executed in compliance with applicable laws and regulations.  
b. Assets are safeguarded against loss from unauthorized acquisition, use or disposition. 
c. Transactions are properly recorded, processed and summarized to permit the preparation 

of reliable financial statements.  
 

3. The agency has complied with laws and regulations that have a direct and material effect on the 
financial statements, including determining whether the agency has substantially complied with 
the Federal Financial Management Improvement Act provisions.  
 

4. The information and manner of presentation contained in the Management�s Discussion and 
Analysis and any other accompanying information is materially consistent with the information 
contained in the principal statements.  

Auditor’s Responsibilities 
 
We will conduct our audit in accordance with U.S. generally accepted auditing standards; the standards 
applicable to the financial audits contained in the Government Auditing Standards (2011 Revision) 
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States; and Office of Management and Budget (OMB) 
Bulletin 15-02, Audit Requirements for Federal Financial Statements. These standards require that we 
plan and perform our audits to obtain reasonable, rather than absolute, assurance that the financial 
statements are free of material misstatement, whether caused by error or fraud. Accordingly, a material 
misstatement may remain undetected. Our audit is not designed to detect misstatements that are 
immaterial to the financial statements that might exist due to error, fraudulent financial reporting or 
misappropriation of assets. The standards call for the audit organization and the individual auditor to be 
free both in fact and appearance from personal, external and organizational impairments to 
independence. Accordingly, we are limited in the support we can extend to you in the preparation and 
analysis of your accounts and financial statements.  
 
An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in 
the financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor�s judgment, including the 
assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to fraud or 
error. An audit also includes evaluating the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the 
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reasonableness of significant accounting estimates made by the EPA�s management, as well as 
evaluating the overall presentation of the financial statements.  
 
Because of the inherent limitations of an audit, together with the inherent limitations of internal control, 
an unavoidable risk that some material misstatements may not be detected exists, even though the audit 
is properly planned and performed in accordance with the standards.  
 
As part of our audit, we will review the agency�s control activities related to the financial statements, 
including its Federal Managers� Financial Integrity Act process and its analytical reviews and account 
analyses. The Office of the Chief Financial Officer�s quarterly analysis of fiscal year 2017 general 
ledger account balances will help expedite the audit process and improve the accuracy of the financial 
statements. These efforts will assist us in determining the agency�s compliance with OMB Circular 
A-123, Management’s Responsibility for Internal Control, and the Federal Financial Management 
Improvement Act. We will communicate to you in writing about any significant deficiencies or material 
weaknesses in internal controls that we identify and that are relevant to the audit of the financial 
statements. 
 
Management’s Responsibilities 
 
The financial statements are the responsibility of the EPA�s management. Management is also 
responsible for:  
 

1. The preparation and fair presentation of the financial statements in accordance with 
U.S. generally accepted accounting principles. 
 

2. The selection and application of the accounting policies.  
 

3. Implementing and maintaining financial management systems that substantially comply with 
federal financial management system requirements, federal accounting standards and the United 
States Standard General Ledger at the transaction level.  

 
4. Establishing and maintaining effective internal control necessary to enable the preparation of 

financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.  
 

5. Designing and implementing programs and controls to prevent and detect fraud.  
 

6. Identifying and ensuring that the EPA complies with the laws and regulations applicable to its 
activities.  

 
7. Making sure all financial records and related information are available to us in a timely manner.  

 
As in past financial statement audits, we will request that key senior managers provide us Management 
Representation Letters at the conclusion of our fieldwork. Among other things, the letters will confirm 
management�s responsibility for (1) preparing the financial statements in conformity with the federal 
financial accounting standards and applicable reporting requirements; (2) providing financial records 
and related data; (3) communicating to us all matters that pertain to the EPA�s possible liability on legal 
matters that might impact the finances and operations of the EPA; (4) providing assurances, to the best 
of their knowledge and belief, of the absence of fraud involving management and those employees who 
have a significant role in the entity�s internal controls; (5) complying with federal financial management 
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system requirements and other applicable laws and regulations; and (6) establishing and maintaining 
systems of internal controls for both financial and performance data. 
 
Reporting
 
We will issue a written report upon completion of our audit of the EPA�s fiscal year 2017 consolidated 
financial statements in accordance with U.S. generally accepted auditing standards; the standards 
applicable to the financial audits contained in the Government Auditing Standards (2011 Revision) 
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States; and OMB Bulletin 15-02, Audit Requirements 
for Federal Financial Statements. Our report will be addressed to the EPA�s management. We cannot 
provide assurance that an unmodified opinion will be expressed. Circumstances may arise in which it is 
necessary for us to modify our opinion or add an emphasis-of-matter or other-matter paragraph(s). 
  

















Thu Apr 27 10:16:55 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: Colorado Oil & Gas Association Letter 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

DRF; IC

 

From: Dan Haley [mailto:Dan.Haley@COGA.org]
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 1:03 PM
To: Thomas, Deb <thomas.debrah@epa.gov>; Starfield, Lawrence <Starfield.Lawrence@epa.gov>
Cc: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>; Bohan, Suzanne <bohan.suzanne@epa.gov>; Brown, Byron <brown.byron@epa.gov>;
Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany <bolen.brittany@epa.gov>
Subject: Colorado Oil & Gas Association Letter

 

Please see the attached letter.

 

Thank you,

 

Dan Haley

 

Dan Haley

President & CEO

Colorado Oil & Gas Association

303-861-0362 

COGA: Promoting the development of Colorado’s oil and natural gas resources for the betterment of society.

COGA Confidentiality Notice - This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it, may contain information that is
confidential or legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
you must not read or play this transmission and that any disclosure, copying, printing, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this
transmission is Strictly Prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please contact the sender and delete the communication and its attachments
immediately. Thank you.
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April 24, 2017 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
 
Deb Thomas  
Acting Regional Administrator 
U.S. EPA Region 8 
1595 Wynkoop St. 
Denver, CO 80202-1129 
Mail Code: 8RA 
thomas.debrah@epa.gov 
 
Lawrence Starfield 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance 
U.S. EPA Headquarters 
William Jefferson Clinton Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Mail Code: 2201A 
starfield.lawrence@epa.gov 
 
 
Dear Ms. Thomas and Mr. Starfield: 
 
The Colorado Oil & Gas Association (COGA) respectfully submits this letter to request 
clarification for our members as to whether the EPA will suspend EPA Office of 
Enforcement and Compliance and Region 8’s ongoing enforcement campaign against oil 
and gas operators in Colorado regarding alleged violations of state air quality regulations 
included in an approved State Implementation Plan regarding storage tank emissions and 
design.  
 
For over 30 years, COGA has fostered and promoted the beneficial, efficient, responsible, 
and environmentally sound development, production, and use of Colorado’s oil and 
natural gas resources.  COGA members are committed to environmental compliance and 
operate under a comprehensive set of state regulations, which are among the most 
stringent in the nation.  For example, the 2014 amendments to Colorado Regulation No. 7 
ushered in arguably the most stringent oil and gas air quality control regime in the 
country. This includes a robust, statewide Leak Detection and Repair (LDAR) program, 
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stringent storage tank controls, storage tank emissions management requirements, and 
numerous other requirements designed to reduce emissions. These regulations are 
appropriately administered at the state level and the subject of numerous compliance 
discussions.  
 
On March 2, 2017, EPA Headquarters Assistant Administrators (AAs) and Regional 
Administrators (RAs) were notified that the Administrator was retaining approval 
authority for actions having significant regulatory and enforcement effect.1  Specifically, 
the electronic memo directed AAs and RAs to identify and send upward any proposed 
decisions or final agency actions for the Administrator’s review, those items that would 
limit the flexibility of the States, limit energy resource use, impose significant costs on 
industry or commerce or otherwise result in significant public attention on the proposed 
decisions.   
 
Furthermore, President Trump’s March 28, 2017 Executive Order (Promoting Energy 
Independence and Economic Growth) states that “[i]t is in the national interest to 
promote clean and safe development of our Nation’s vast energy resources, while at the 
same time avoiding regulatory burdens that unnecessarily encumber energy production, 
constrain economic growth, and prevent job creation.” Consistent with that national 
policy, the President has ordered the heads of agencies to “review all existing regulations, 
orders, guidance documents, policies, and any other similar agency actions . . . that 
potentially burden the development or use of domestically produced energy resources, 
with particular attention to oil [and] natural gas.” Executive Order, Section 2(a) 
(emphasis added). In fact, in our view, the Executive Order prohibits the EPA from 
moving forward with its national enforcement initiative until it has undergone the review 
and approval contemplated in the Executive Order.

EPA’s enforcement campaign, which is based entirely on its enforcement of state air 
quality regulations contained in EPA approved SIPs, clearly meets the criteria laid out by 
the above-referenced memo and Executive Order and necessitates a review by the EPA 
Administrator before further action is taken.  Thus, in light of the memo and Executive 
Order, and for the reasons outlined below, the EPA Administrator should discontinue this 
targeted enforcement campaign and allow Colorado operators to continue their proactive 
work with the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) to 
develop constructive and responsible solutions. 
 
 
EPA’s National Enforcement Initiative and Ongoing Enforcement in Colorado 
 
Since 2013, EPA Region 8 has issued numerous Clean Air Act Section 114 Information 
Requests to Colorado Operators  regarding storage tank emission and design issues that 
ultimately resulted in millions of dollars in civil penalties, injunctive relief and 
mitigation. As time passed, the Obama Administration expanded its enforcement 
initiative to operators and ultimately issued approximately a dozen or more Section 114 

                                                 
1 Pruitt Withdraws Decision-Making Powers From Senior Officials https://insideepa.com/daily-news/pruitt-
withdraws-decision-making-powers-senior-officials-email-shows
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Information Requests to other Colorado, North Dakota, and Texas operators requesting 
the same type of information sought from the agency’s initial 2013 request and 
enforcement action.  In fact, a 2016 Information Request ultimately led to an EPA 
consent decree with a North Dakota operator.  That consent decree resulted in EPA 
enforcement of SIP approved state air quality regulations.  Notably, North Dakota did 
not sign on to that consent decree and has instead been pursuing its own state-only 
consent agreements with many North Dakota operators on these storage tank issues.   
 
Given the emphasis that the President and EPA Administrator have placed on “the 
important role of States in implementing the Nation’s environmental laws” (see 
President’s Budget Blueprint, p. 41), COGA questions whether EPA’s continued 
enforcement of Colorado regulations is supported by the new Administration.  
 
Additionally, EPA’s enforcement campaign is a classic example of “rulemaking via 
enforcement,” which doesn’t appear to be supported by the new EPA Administrator.  
EPA is seeking injunctive relief that is arguably far outside the bounds of current 
regulatory requirements.  This injunctive relief (and civil penalties and mitigation) in 
highly public and severe federal consent decrees with a limited number of operators is an 
attempt to add requirements outside of the formal rulemaking process.  In many cases, the 
injunctive relief being sought is dangerously close to dictating how a company designs 
and operates its own facilities and manages its own employees.  If left unchecked, EPA’s 
actions could force companies to permanently plug and abandon many wells at which it 
would not be economic to operate under an onerous and unduly burdensome federal 
consent decree.   
 
In closing, please understand that our members do not expect any special treatment or 
exclusion from environmental laws and regulations.  Our operators are committed to 
environmental compliance and, in fact, worked closely with the CDPHE to develop and 
implement the 2014 oil and gas air quality regulations, which are among the most 
stringent in the nation.  COGA is merely asking that EPA discontinue its targeted 
enforcement campaign and return to the principle of “cooperative federalism” to allow 
Colorado operators to continue their proactive work with CDPHE to find responsible and 
constructive solutions. 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully, 

 
Dan Haley 
President & CEO 
Colorado Oil & Gas Association  
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cc: Scott Pruitt, EPA Administrator 
 Suzanne Bohan, Acting Deputy Regional Administrator, EPA Region 8 
 Samantha Dravis, Associate Administrator Office of Policy 
 Brittany Bolen, Deputy Associate Administrator Office of Policy 
  
 
 











Thu Apr 27 10:22:28 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: Your Message to EPA Administrator E. Scott Pruitt 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

FYI to OAR

 

From: Schlesinger, Michael E [mailto:schlesin@illinois.edu]
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 6:40 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Your Message to EPA Administrator E. Scott Pruitt

 

Dear EPA Administrator Pruitt:

 

Thank you for your response to my email about safeguarding the climate of our one and only planet, Earth.

 

I write you now to inform you of the work of the Illinois Climate Change Advisory Group, of which I am a member.

 

ICCAG worked during 2005–2007 to craft a suite of 24 policies to decrease Illinois’ emissions of greenhouse gases back to their 1990
level by 2020.

 

ICCAG was chaired by then director of Illinois EPA, Doug Scott.

 

The facilitator of ICCAG was Jonathan Pershing, now U.S. Climate Envoy.

 

The modeling work for ICCAG was performed by ICF International.

 

ICCAG published a report in 2007. It is available at: http://www.epa.illinois.gov/topics/air-quality/planning-reporting/climate-
change/index

 

The bottom line of the report was that the cost of the 24 policies was negative.

 

Here are the slides I show my 100-level Climate & Global Change class at the University of Illinois at Urbana–Champaign about
ICCAG:

 

 



Slides 11–13 show the impacts of the 24 policies on the economy of Illinois.

 

These 24 policies not only reduce Illinois’ greenhouse-gas emissions back to their 1990 level by 2020, they improve Illinois’
economy.

 

I would be pleased to brief you and/or your staff on this at your convenience and my expense.

 

Sincerely,

 

Michael Schlesinger

Professor & Head of the Climate Research Group

Department of Atmospheric Sciences, MC 223

University of Illinois @ Urbana-Champaign

105 S. Gregory Street

Urbana, IL 61801 USA

Phone: (217) 778-9891

An IPCC recipient of the 2007 Nobel Peace Prize

Member of Academia Europea: The Academy of Europe

Member of the Illinois Climate Change Advisory Group (http://www.epa.state.il.us/air/climatechange/)

Senior editor of "Human-induced Climate Change: An Interdisciplinary Assessment", http://www.amazon.com/Human-Induced-Climate-
Change-Interdisciplinary-Assessment/dp/0521866030

 

 

 

On Apr 25, 2017, at 8:00 AM, Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov> wrote:

 

Thank you for your email message.

 

Promoting and protecting a strong and healthy environment is among the lifeblood priorities for the government. The U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency is vital to that mission. I am proud to lead this agency, and I seek to listen and learn as we address
the issues we face as a nation.

 

I believe we can grow our economy and harvest the resources we are blessed with while also being good stewards of the air, land and
water by which we have been favored.

 

Together with the dedicated public servants at the EPA and our state partners across this great country, we can and will achieve clean



air and water and strong economic growth and job creation. I hope you will visit www.epa.gov to learn more about our work and to
follow our progress.

 

My staff will follow up in response to your email as necessary and appropriate.

 

Respectfully yours,

E. Scott Pruitt

EPA Administrator
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Thu Apr 27 14:16:45 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: Please Direct Management to Implement VERA/VSIPs Broadly 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

DRF

 

From: Lynne, Diane
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 2:13 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Cc: Jackson, Ryan <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>
Subject: Please Direct Management to Implement VERA/VSIPs Broadly
Importance: High

 

 

Dear Administrator Pruitt,

 

NTEU learned that some offices within the agency are planning to narrowly implement the VERAs and VSIPs currently being
discussed.  We think this is a mistake and respectfully request that you direct them to implement the VERAs and VSIPs in the
broadest way legally allowed.  

 

Broad implementation is necessary to carry out the President’s directive to reduce EPA’s budget and is also consistent with the
President’s January 23 commitment to "reduce the size of the Federal Government's workforce through attrition.”  See Presidential
Memorandum Regarding the Hiring Freeze, January 23, 2017.  If all EPA employees are not allowed the option of voluntary outs, it is
more likely that RIFs will be necessary, something NTEU strongly opposes.

 

While NTEU is not necessarily in favor of staff reductions, if reductions are necessary in your view, it’s essential that they come
voluntarily.  Unfortunately many EPA managers believe that budgetary and/or workforce reductions are insufficient justification to allow
VERAs and VSIPs.  We respectfully disagree.  The only way their minds are going to be changed, however, is if you to direct them to
offer VERAs and VSIPs to all employees assigned to headquarters and prohibit them from excluding certain employees from
accessing VERAs and VSIPs.

 

We are happy to meet with you, your Chief of Staff, or others to discuss this.

 

Best regards,

 

Diane Lynne

President, NTEU Chapter 280

202 566 2786

 





Thu Apr 27 14:18:54 EDT 2017 
Hope.Brian@epamail.epa.gov
FW: We Urge You to Continue Funding the EPA WaterSense Labeling Program 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

DRF

 

From: Jeffrey Hughes [mailto:jeffrey@a4we.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:24 AM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: We Urge You to Continue Funding the EPA WaterSense Labeling Program

 

Administrator Pruitt,

 

Please find attached a letter from the Alliance for Water Efficiency and 186 other manufacturers, businesses, water providers, academic institutions, and water efficiency advocates
urging the continued funding of the successful EPA WaterSense® Labeling Program.

 

The WaterSense program is a cornerstone of our nation’s water sustainability strategy, and has become vital to American communities, manufacturers, and service providers. The
WaterSense program has saved American taxpayers more than $32 billion (2015 dollars) on their water and energy bills in the last ten years.

 

Eliminating WaterSense would destabilize the marketplace for manufacturers that rely on WaterSense-driven sales, start-ups bringing new products to market, and irrigation
professionals that market their WaterSense certification.

 

Sincerely,

 

Alliance for Water Efficiency

33 N. LaSalle St., Ste. 2275
Chicago, llinois 60602

AllianceforWaterEfficiency org

Home-Water-Works.org

FinancingSustainableWater.org
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April 25, 2017 
 
The Honorable Scott Pruitt 
Administrator 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
 
Dear Administrator Pruitt: 

The Alliance for Water Efficiency and the undersigned water utilities, manufacturers, 
distributors, consumer groups, and water efficiency advocates join in urging you to continue to 
fund EPA’s highly successful WaterSense® program, a voluntary public-private partnership that 
has saved American consumers more than $33 billion (in 2015 dollars) on their water and 
energy bills over the past decade.   

WaterSense is a voluntary program, not a regulatory one, and it costs less than $2 million 
dollars a year to administer. It is universally supported by consumers, manufacturers and the 
public and private agencies charged with supplying water to American households and 
businesses. Since its inception in 2006, it has been immensely successful at achieving its goal 
of reducing water consumption. An estimated 1.5 trillion gallons have been saved using 
WaterSense-labeled products. 

WaterSense Is Also Good for American Businesses and American Jobs 

 WaterSense fuels innovation in American manufacturing and is strongly supported by 
the plumbing and irrigation industry. WaterSense performance standards and 
independent certifying process helps start-ups get to market more quickly and helps 
companies differentiate their products in the marketplace.  

 More than 1,700 manufacturers, retailers and distributors, water and energy utilities, 
state and local government, non-profit and trade organizations, irrigation training 
organizations, and home-builders strengthen their businesses through partnerships with 
WaterSense.  

 Businesses can reduce their operating costs and increase resiliency by updating their 
facilities with WaterSense-labeled fixtures and appliances.  

 Homeowners and businesses can hire any of the 2,200 WaterSense-certified irrigation 
professionals to help design, install, and maintain an irrigation system that delivers a 
healthy landscape while minimizing waste. 

WaterSense Helps Americans Save Money and Provides Choices 

 WaterSense-labelled products have saved more than $32.6 billion (2015 dollars) on 
American consumers’ water, sewer, and energy bills. 

 Water utilities, many of whom have been facing drought and other supply constraints in 
recent years, utilize WaterSense certified products as a vital tool that they can promote 
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through conservation outreach and rebate programs, saving ratepayers the expense of 
each utility certifying water savings of products separately.  

 Thanks to WaterSense and its partners, American families and businesses can buy 
WaterSense-labeled products that use at least 20 percent less water and work as well as 
or better than standard models. 

 Americans can choose from more than 16,000 available models of WaterSense-labeled 
products for bathrooms, commercial kitchens and irrigation systems. 

WaterSense Helps Create Thriving and Resilient Communities 

 WaterSense has already saved more than 1.5 trillion gallons of water. That’s more than 
the amount of water used by all of the households in California for a year! 

 Saving water helps protect our water future. It means we can serve more people today 
and secure supplies for future generations. It saves water for emergencies. And, it 
leaves more water in lakes, rivers and underground aquifers to support water-based 
recreation and wildlife habitat.  

WaterSense Is a Cost-Effective Investment and Eliminating WaterSense Endangers Our 
Economy and Our Communities 

 With an annual budget of $2 million, WaterSense produces benefits that far outweigh 
its costs – strengthening our economy, protecting water for our communities, and 
helping families maximize their budgets.  

 Without WaterSense, 212 billion kilowatt hours of electricity would not have been 
saved. That is a year’s worth of power to more than 19.4 million American homes. 

Since the WaterSense program has never been authorized by Congress, its modest costs have 
been paid from discretionary funds available to previous EPA administrators of both parties.  
We urge you to continue this practice for both FY 17 and FY 18 so that this valuable and highly 
productive partnership between government and the private sector can continue. 

Sincerely,  

The following 187 National, Regional, and Local Organizations: 

NATIONAL 

Alliance for Water Efficiency 
Chicago, IL 

American Council for an Energy-
Efficient Economy 
Washington, D.C. 

American Rainwater Catchment 
Systems Association 
Tempe, AZ 

American Rivers 
Washington, D.C. 

American Society of Irrigation 
Consultants 
East Lansing, MI 

American Supply Association 
Itasca, IL 

American Water Works 
Association 
Denver, CO 

Association of Metropolitan 
Water Agencies 
Washington, D.C. 

Cushman & Wakefield 
Tampa, FL 

Delta Faucet Company 
Indianapolis, IN 

Ewing Irrigation & Landscape 
Supply 
Phoenix, AZ 

Flow Dynamics, LLC 
Livingston, NJ 

Green Building Initiative 
Portland, OR 
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Hunter Industries 
San Marcos, CA 

IAPMO Group 
Mokena, IL 

Imagine H2O 
San Francisco, CA 

Irrigation Association 
Fairfax, VA 

Irrometer Co., Inc.  
Riverside, CA 

Kohler Co.  
Kohler, WI 

LIXIL Corporation/American 
Standard Brands 
Piscataway, NJ 

Natural Resources Defense 
Council 
New York, NY 

Netafim USA 
Fresno, CA 

Niagara Conservation Corporation 
Cedar Knoll, NJ 

Plumbing Manufacturers 
International 
Rolling Meadows, IL 

Rain Bird Corp.  
Tucson, AZ 

River Network 
Boulder, CO 

Sierra Club 
Austin, TX 

Sloan Valve Co.  
Los Angeles, CA 

T&S Brass and Bronze Works 
Travelers Rest, SC 

The Scotts Miracle-Gro Company 
Marysville, OH 

TOTO USA, Inc.  
Ontario, CA 

U.S. Golf Association 
Stillwater, OK 

U.S. Green Building Council 
Washington, D.C. 

 
REGIONAL/LOCAL 

AIQUEOUS 
Austin, TX 

Amy Vickers & Associates, Inc.  
Amherst, MA 

Aqua Water Supply Corporation 
Bastrop, TX 

Arizona Municipal Water Users 
Association 
Phoenix, AZ 

Arizona Nursery Association 
Tempe, AZ 

Arizona State University's 
Sustainable Cities Network 
Tempe, AZ 

Arizona Water Association 
Queen Creek, AZ 

Austin Water Utility 
Austin, TX 

Best Management Partners 
Waterloo, IL 

Bonesteel, Inc.  
Sun City, AZ 

Boulder Associates 
Boulder, CO 

Bruce Grey Dental Clinic 
Kemble, ON, Canada 

C+C, Inc.  
Seattle, WA 

Cahaba River Society 
Birmingham, AL 

Calyx Sustainable Tourism 
Seattle, WA 

Carilion Clinic 
Roanoke, VA 

Carpinteria Valley Water District 
Carpinteria, CA 

Central Utah Water Conservancy 
District 
Orem, UT 

Central Arizona Project 
Phoenix, AZ 

City of Avondale  
Avondale, AZ 

City of Bend 
Bend, OR 

City of Big Bear Lake, Dept. of 
Water & Power 
Big Bear Lake, CA 

City of Bozeman 
Bozeman, MT 

City of Buckeye 
Buckeye, AZ 

City of College Station 
College Station, TX 

City of Flagstaff 
Flagstaff, AZ 

City of Glendale 
Glendale, AZ 

City of Goodyear 
Goodyear, AZ 

City of Lincoln 
Lincoln, CA 

City of Marana, Water Dept.  
Tucson, AZ 

City of Mesa 
Mesa, AZ 

City of Olympia 
Olympia, WA 

City of Peoria 
Peoria, AZ 

City of Phoenix 
Phoenix, AZ 

City of Portsmouth 
Portsmouth, NH 

City of Round Rock 
Round Rock, TX 

City of Sacramento 
Sacramento, CA 
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City of San Antonio 
San Antonio, TX 

City of San Marcos 
San Marcos, TX 

City of Santa Cruz, Water Dept.  
Santa Cruz, CA 

City of Stuart 
Stuart, FL 

City of Tempe 
Tempe, AZ 

City of Tucson, Water Dept.  
Tucson, AZ 

City of Tumwater 
Tumwater, WA 

Cobb County Water System 
Marietta, GA 

Codes & Standards International 
Belen, NM 

Colorado WaterWise 
Denver, CO 

Connecticut Water Company 
Clinton, CT 

Cool Choices, Inc.  
Madison, WI 

Denver Botanic Gardens 
Denver, CO 

Denver Water 
Denver, CO 

Dropcountr, Inc.  
Redwood City, CA 

East Bay Municipal Utility District 
Oakland, CA 

Econics 
Victoria, BC, Canada 

El Dorado Irrigation District 
Placerville, CA 

Elevate Energy 
Chicago, IL 

Encon, Inc.  
Tampa, FL 

EnviroMedia 
Austin, TX 

EPCOR 
Edmonton, AL, Canada 

F.W. Behler, Inc.  
York, PA 

FloLogic, Inc.  
Raleigh, NC 

Forester Media, Inc.  
Santa Barbara, CA 

Fort Bend County MUD #25 
Richmond, TX 

Foundation for Rural Housing, Inc.  
Madison, WI 

Gauley Associates, Ltd.  
Acton, ON, Canada 

Global Water Policy Project 
Los Lunas, NM 

Global Water Works 
Chicago, IL 

Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance 
San Antonio, TX 

Green Business Certification Inc.  
Washington, D.C. 

Greywater Action 
Berkeley, CA 

Halperin Creative, LLC 
Denver, CO 

Huron River Watershed Council 
Ann Arbor, MI 

HydroTech Solutions 
Fort Worth, TX 

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
Chino, CA 

Jordan Valley Water Conservancy 
District 
West Jordan, UT 

Lake Havasu City 
Lake Havasu City, AZ 

Las Virgenes Municipal Water 
District 
Calabasas, CA 

Lone Star Groundwater 
Conservation District 
Conroe, TX 

LOTT Clean Water Alliance 
Olympia, WA 

LTS Design Group 
Fort Worth, TX 

Maddaus Water Management, 
Inc.  
Danville, CA 

Madison Water Utility 
Madison, WI 

ManageWater, Inc.  
Redwood City, CA  

Marin Municipal Water District 
Corte Madera, CA 

Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology 
Cambridge, MA 

Massachusetts Water Works 
Association 
Acton, MA 

Maximum Performance (MaP) 
Testing 
Yorba Linda, CA 

Medford Water Commission 
Medford, OR 

Metropolitan North Georgia 
Water Planning District 
Atlanta, GA 

Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California 
Los Angeles, CA 

Miami Dade Water & Sewer Dept.  
Miami, FL 

Middletown Sprinkler Company 
Port Monmouth, NJ 

National Turfgrass Evaluation 
Program 
Beltsville, MD 

Neponset River Watershed 
Association 
Canton, MA 

New Resources Group, Inc.  
Fairfield, CT 

North Kingstown Water Dept.  
North Kingstown, RI 

North Main Water District 
Novato, CA 
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Northern Arizona Municipal 
Water Users Association 
Gilbert, AZ 

O'Reilly DePalma 
Frankfort, IL 

PAC Properties 
St. Paul, MN 

PCR Resources 
Santa Fe, NM 

Plant Partners, Inc.  
Sarasota, FL 

Portland Water Bureau 
Portland, OR 

Purlin, LLC 
Sarasota, FL 

Ramona's Plumber/ 
diyplumbingadvice.com 
Ramona, CA 

Regional Water Authority 
Citrus Heights, CA 

Regional Water Providers 
Consortium 
Portland, OR 

Same Drop 
San Francisco, CA 

Sammamish Plateau Water 
Sammamish, WA 

San Dieguito Water District 
Encinitas, CA 

Scottsdale Water 
Scottsdale, AZ 

Seelig and Associates 
Livermore, CA 

Seminole County Board of County 
Commissioners 
Sanford, FL 

Site Line 
Leawood, KS 

Sonoma County Water Agency 
Santa Rosa, CA 

Sonoma-Marin Saving Water 
Partnership 
Santa Rosa, CA 

 

Soquel Creek Water District 
Soquel, CA 

South Central Connecticut 
Regional Water Authority 
New Haven, CT 

Southern Arizona Water Users 
Association 
Tucson, AZ 

Southern Environmental Law 
Center 
Birmingham, AL 

Southern Nevada Water Authority 
Las Vegas, NV 

Southern Oregon Landscape 
Association 
Medford, OR 

St. Johns River Water 
Management District 
Maitland, FL 

Sustainable Waters 
Crozet, VA 

Sweetwater Authority 
Chula Vista, CA 

Tampa Bay Water 
Clearwater, FL 

Tennessee Duck River 
Development Agency 
Shelbyville, TN 

Terlyn Industries 
Clearwater, FL 

Terra Bella Water 
Los Angeles, CA 

Texas Water Foundation 
Austin, TX 

The Ashkin Group, LLC 
Bloomington, IN 

The Edwards Design Group, Inc.  
Scottsdale, AZ 

Todd Valley Farms, Inc.  
Mead, NE 

Tohono O'odham Nation 
Sells, AZ 

Town of Queen Creek 
Queen Creek, AZ 

Turfgrass Water Conservation 
Alliance 
Albany, OR 

University of Arizona 
Phoenix, AZ 

University of Florida 
Gainesville, FL 

Utah Division of Water Resources 
Salt Lake City, UT 

Utah State University 
Logan, UT 

Valencia Water Company 
Valencia, CA 

Vata Verks, Inc.  
Arlington, MA 

WasteWater Education, Inc.  
Traverse City, MI 

Water - Use It Wisely 
Phoenix, AZ 

Water Efficiency Action Network 
of the Colorado River Basin States 
Boulder, CO 

Water Supply Citizens Advisory 
Committee 
Belchertown, MA 

WaterDM 
Boulder, CO 

Waterkind Consulting Services, 
Ltd.  
Kelowna, BC, Canada 

Watershed, LLC 
Vashon, WA 

WaterSmart Software 
San Francisco, CA 

West Basin Municipal Water 
District 
Carson, CA 

West Valley Water Association 
Mesa, AZ 

Western Resource Advocates 
Boulder, CO 

Woodcock & Associates, Inc.  
Northborough, MA 
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FW: Sewage Spills from Mexico 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
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From: Scott Ridout [mailto:scottridout@surfridersd.org]
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 12:55 PM
To: R9.Info <R9.Info@epa.gov>; Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>; Lynn, Tricia <lynn.tricia@epa.gov>
Cc: Nairin Andrade <nairin@surfridersd.org>; Adam Collardey <adamc@surfridersd.org>; Gabriela Torres <gabriela@resolvelegalsolutions.com>
Subject: Sewage Spills from Mexico

 

Dear Scott Pruitt, Alexis Strauss, and Tricia Lynn
 

I am writing on behalf of the Surfrider Foundation to express our outrage regarding the143 million gallons of raw sewage that was discharged into
the Tijuana River upstream in Tijuana from February 6 to 23, 2017, as well as the many subsequent flows since then. Sewage discharges from
Mexico into the Tijuana River valley have created an emergency situation that is threatening public health, the environment, and our national
security. I call upon you to resolve this critical issue as soon as possible.

 

While the Tijuana River is notorious for trash and sewage, February's spill is by far the largest raw sewage spill into the Tijuana River in over a
decade. The Tijuana River snakes the U.S./Mexico Border and ultimately discharges into the Pacific Ocean. The enormity of the spill polluted
beaches from Rosarito, MX to Coronado, CA - posing an unacceptable risk to humans, wildlife, and the environment.

 

It should also be noted that he sewage outflows from the Tijuana river directly affect U.S. Border Patrol agents as well as the U.S. Navy Seals (who
train in Imperial Beach and are currently building a $1 billion expansion to their campus). Sewage from the Tijuana river is a direct threat to our
national security and the problem needs to be addressed immediately.

 

In early February 2017, residents of Imperial Beach and Tijuana noticed the familiar sewage stench and made multiple queries to the IBWC and
authorities in Baja Norte, MX, asking what was going on. Despite the overwhelming evidence that a major sewage spill was occurring, these queries
were met with deafening silence on both sides of he border.

 

It was not until February 24, 2017, 18 days into the sewage spill, that the International Boundary and Water Commission (IBWC) in San Diego
publicly acknowledged the spill by publishing a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) federal sewage spill report that confirmed
the discharge of 143 million gallons of raw sewage. Over two weeks with no public announcement of the sewage spill is On April 3, the IBWC
released a report  titled, “Report of Transboundary Bypass Flows into the Tijuana River”, in which they detail their findings from an investigation into
the February spill.

 

As outlined by the U.S.-Mexico IBWC Treaty Minute 320, sewage spills are required to be reported immediately. This accord, along with others,
calls for cooperation between the two nations to prohibit and eliminate pollution issues in the Tijuana River Valley.

 

Considering this pressing situation, I am calling upon you to:

 

•        Launch a federal investigation into the management and practices of the IBWC regarding why it took more than 3 weeks
for U.S. citizens to learn of the spill.

•        Develop policies that would ensure a regular system of communication with respect to water quality, contamination, and
sewer works between the IBWC and CILA (IBWC’s Mexican counterpart)

•        Support the expansion and frequency of water quality testing by the IBWC and the City of San Diego.

•        Promote the development of a plan that will address Mexico’s deficient infrastructure issue and the environmental impact
it has on local beaches.

•        Advocate for the use of Federal and State resources to stop sewage discharges in the Tijuana River as a result of Tijuana’s
waste water management issues.

•        Enforce IBWC Minute 283 and 320 which stipulates against discharges of sewage into the Tijuana River Valley.

•        Hold the parties and individuals responsible for this spill accountable.

 



For Surfrider’s full policy position on the border sewage issue, visit https://sandiego.surfrider.org/2017/04/17/surfriders-no-border-sewage-policy/

Thank you for your time and consideration.

--

Scott Ridout

No Border Sewage co-chair

Surfrider Foundation, San Diego Chapter

 

(619) 218-3961

 

Help protect your oceans, waves and beaches by becoming a Surfrider Foundation member today!
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_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

 

 

From:
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:39 AM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: EPA's criminal investigation into United Airlines

 

Mr. Scott Pruitt

I have not been contacted by anyone in the EPA's Criminal Investigation Division as of yet.

Please advise as there are new developments in Chicago

Marty Watters

Sent from Xfinity Connect Mobile App

------ Original Message ------

From:
To: Jessica Taylor
Sent: April 25, 2017 at 12:20 PM
Subject: United Airlines also illegally dumped asbestos next to children’s playground

Ms Jessica Taylor

I have been informed that the matter of United Airlines' illegal dumping of asbestos has been referred to the Criminal Investigation
Division.

I have extensive knowledge and have compiled voluminous irrefutable evidence that will be very helpful to your investigation.

I look forward to assisting the EPA in the prosecution of these crimes.

Marty Watters
Investigative Reporter Illinoispaytoplay.com
707-331-8020

United Airlines also illegally dumped asbestos next to children's playground
http://illinoispaytoplay.com/?s=united+airlines

------ Original Message ------
From: OIG Hotline
To:
Sent: April 5, 2017 at 9:45 AM
Subject: Email to EPA Administrator on March 21, 2017

Your email to EPA Administrator dated March 21, 2017 (See Below) was forwarded to the US EPA Office of Inspector General Hotline.
 I reviewed your complaint and determined that it is not under the jurisdiction of the US EPA Office of Inspector General.  I have
forwarded your email along with printouts of your article to the EPA, Headquarter, Criminal Investigations Division, as Hotline 2017-
0203.  This is Hotline is closed with no further action by the EPA OIG.   Thanks for contacting the US EPA OIG Hotline.

From:
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 4:37 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: EPA corruption in Chicago

Mr. Scott Pruitt

There is a situation involving the EPA in Chicago that demands your attention.
Marty Watters
707-331-8020

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



United Airlines’ asbestos cover-up: EPA and OSHA officials as stupid as they are corrupt
http://illinoispaytoplay.com/2015/12/14/united-airlines-asbestos-cover-up-epa-and-osha-officials-as-stupid-as-they-are-corrupt/

United Airlines’ illegal abatement at former World Headquarters exposing employees to airborne asbestos fibers

http://illinoispaytoplay.com/2015/07/27/united-airlines-illegal-abatement-at-former-world-headquarters-exposing-employees-to-
airborneasbestos-
fibers/
http://illinoispaytoplay.com/?s=united+airlines

Sent from

Special Agent Clay M. Brown
Desk Officer for the EPA, OIG Hotline
US EPA, OIG, Office of Investigations HQ
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW  Mailcode  2431T
Washington, DC  20460

Hotline - 202-566-2476 or 888-546-8740
Hotline Fax 202-566-2599     Web Address  oig hotline@epa.gov

Hotline records are protected under the Privacy Act 5 U.S.C. § 552a. All EPA employees handling protected information have a legal
and ethical obligation to hold that information in confidence and to actively protect it from improper uses.  Except as specifically
authorized, EPA employees shall not disclose, directly or indirectly the contents of any record about another individual to any person or
organization. EPA employees who willfully release protected information, without authority, may be guilty of a misdemeanor and fined
up to $5,000. In addition, any employee violating the Privacy Act or EPA regulations is subject to disciplinary action, which may result in
dismissal.
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From: Plant [mailto:b ]
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:00 AM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>; B
Subject: Lobsters

 

Appointed people with in New York state government, in reaction to West Nile fears have been spraying chemicals that have killed the Long Island Sound lobster
population. RI and CT use different methods to prevent West Nile that allow the lobster population to grow. Many NY politicians, possibility to their personal benefit
are allowing this job killing mess to go on.

 

At one time there were 1000 lobster men along with 11,000 amateurs.

 

Please help.

 

Thanks,

 

 

Arthur Thomas Plant

  

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
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Flores, Priscilla (Feliciano)

From: O'Neill, Leah
Sent: Monday, May 08, 2017 8:56 AM
To: Hamjian, Lynne; Cote, Mel; Tedesco, Mark; Flores, Priscilla (Feliciano); Mojica, Sandy; Williams, 

Wanda; Gutro, Doug
Subject: FW: Re: Lobsters

FYI on final response sent this morning.

From: O'Neill, Leah
Sent: Monday, May 08, 2017 8:52 AM
To: 'bullsbridgegolf@aol.com' <bullsbridgegolf@aol.com>
Subject: Re: Lobsters

Dear Mr. Plant,

Thank you for your email message on Thursday, April 27, 2017, concerning linkages between pesticide use and lobster
mortality in Long Island Sound. 

Assessing the potential effect of mosquito control programs on the health of lobsters in Long Island Sound has been an
area of extensive research over the past 17 years as described in http://longislandsoundstudy.net/wp
content/uploads/2010/07/lobsterpid.pdf. Research by 65 scientists at 30 academic institutions and government
agencies nationwide participated in the research initiative, investigating the effects of environmental factors, mosquito
control pesticides, and disease on the physiology and health of American lobsters. The results funded under a federal
fishery disaster declaration concluded that lobsters were unlikely to be exposed to pesticides in sufficient concentrations
to cause effects.

Most recently, a 2014 follow up study in CT sought to detect very low concentrations of chemicals in lobster tissue. The
results of that effort, available at:
http://www.ct.gov/deep/lib/deep/fishing/fisheries management/ctdeep investigating the presence of pesticides in

american lobster from long island sound.pdf, found that
1) No detectable levels of any of the five pesticides at or above their established detection limits were found by

either laboratory in any of the hepatopancreas or claw/tail muscle samples.

2) The routine observation of lobster deaths during the fall period, absent pesticides, but coincident with peak or
near peak annual water temperature strongly supports the science indicating elevated water temperature is the
driving force behind the decline of lobsters in the Sound and across southern New England waters.

EPA is firmly committed to restoring and protecting Long Island Sound, and we will continue to work with all partners to
improve water quality and surrounding habitat of this estuary of national significance.

If you have any questions, please contact Leah O’Neill at (617) 918 1633. Thank you very much.

Sincerely,
Leah

Leah O'Neill 
Long Island Sound Coordinator 
U.S. EPA  New England 
5 Post Office Square - Suite 100 (OEP06-1) 
Boston, MA 02109-3912 
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617-918-1633 
oneill.leah� epa.gov 
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FW: Ethanol 
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

 

 

From: Stuart Palmer [mail
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 10:57 AM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Subject: Ethanol

 

Dear Secretary Pruitt

 

I write this on behalf of myself, my family, and most of the people I know.

 

We believe the Federal requirement for the use of ethanol as a gasoline additive is a disservice to the American people and a
misguided and detrimental regulation which should be abolished and done so with haste.

 

Ethanol reduces vehicle miles per gallon requiring more consumption and higher costs.  It cannot be transported via pipelines, requiring
tanker truck transport and the unnecessary use of diesel duel.  We believe it has limited or no value in reducing auto emissions.  It
damages components in older autos not designed for it's use and it damages components in many types of small equipment due to its
corrosive effects.  Many general aviation aircraft are approved by the FAA to use unleaded automotive gasoline in lieu of leaded
aviation gasoline know as "100 octane low-lead" fuel which is actually quite high in lead content, but cannot used because the ethanol
additive on the automotive fuel causes dangerous damage to aircraft components including rubber fuel cell bladders.

 

We also believe the use of ethanol (made from corn) raises foods costs and depletes soil viability.

 

I am sure getting rid of ethanol will meet great resistance from big ag corporations and farmers who garner large incomes from the
production of corn as well as the companies who produce the ethanol, but millions of Americans who are the victims of this bad idea
should take precedence over these concerns.

 

Thank you for your consideration.

 

With respect,

 

Stuart W. Palmer

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
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From: Tischer, Emili [mailto:etischer@uaw.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 12:15 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Cc: Nassar, Josh <JNassar@uaw.net>
Subject: UAW President Dennis Williams Letter on RFS

 

Administrator Pruitt,

 

I am emailing from the office of Josh Nassar, Legislative Director of UAW, to share with you a letter from UAW President Dennis
Williams expressing our concerns about efforts to change the “point of obligation” under the Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS). Please
feel free to reach out to Josh Nassar with any questions you may have. He can be reached at 202-828-1614 (office) or 
(cell).

 

Thank you,

Emili Tischer

 

Emili Tischer
Assistant to Josh Nassar, Legislative Director

Sylvia Johnson, Deputy Legislative Director

United Auto Workers

1757 “N” Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20036

etischer@uaw.net

(202) 828-1614 phone

(202) 293-3457 fax

ekt:opeiu494

 

(b) (6)



 
           INTERNATIONAL UNION, UNITED AUTOMOBILE, AEROSPACE & AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENT WORKERS OF AMERICA – UAW 

 
 

DENNIS WILLIAMS, President      GARY CASTEEL, Secretary-Treasurer 
 

VICE PRESIDENTS:  CINDY ESTRADA   •   J MMY SETTLES   •   NORWOOD JEWELL 
 
IN REPLY REFER TO 

April 24, 2017                  1757 N STREET, N.W. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 

TELEPHONE: (202) 828-8500 
FAX (202) 293-3457

Administrator Scott Pruitt 
U.S. EPA Headquarters  
William Jefferson Clinton Building  
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W.  
Mail Code: 1101A  
Washington, DC 20460 
 
Dear Administrator Pruitt:  
 
Today, I am writing to express concerns about efforts to change the “point of obligation” under the Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) 
and urge the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to formally reject the petition as soon as possible.  
 
The UAW supports the RFS and other policies aimed at reducing emissions of greenhouse gases, building clean energy infrastructure, 
creating new manufacturing jobs, and increasing energy efficiency in our homes and workplaces. Rising carbon dioxide levels in the 
earth’s atmosphere must be addressed by taking a comprehensive approach.  
 
Moving the point of obligation from refiners and importers to downstream entities, such as blenders and businesses who operate at 
fuel terminals, could disrupt an effective program and lead to several negative unintended consequences for workers and our 
economy.  
 
Dramatically increasing the number of obligated parties would likely prove extremely difficult to effectively enforce given EPA’s limited 
resources. Many downstream entities are likely to encounter difficulties complying thereby throwing the program into chaos. These 
realities will likely cause uncertainty in this important market and deter future investment in facilities and technologies that produce 
renewable fuels. If the U.S. market becomes chaotic and unpredictable, companies and investors will simply look to grow elsewhere 
and hire manufacturing and construction workers overseas instead of in the United States. This is an outcome we must avoid. 
 
UAW represents more than one million active and retired members, many of whom manufacture combines, tractors, and products 
needed by our emerging biofuel industry. These workers have obtained good paying jobs that enable them to provide for their families 
and help build a stronger local economy. This petition puts high-skilled and specialized agricultural manufacturing jobs at risk, thereby 
limiting the future growth of our manufacturing sector. We must not put policies in place that weaken our manufacturing base and 
the middle class. 
 
This petition is a solution in search of a problem. Our manufacturing sector is viable and strong, particularly in the biofuels and 
renewable fuels industry. Continuing to build our biofuels industry will keep America globally competitive, create even more jobs, 
improve the environment, and boost economic demand. Changing the point of obligation could destabilize the renewable fuel industry 
and send the wrong message to investors.  
 
We respectfully request that the EPA reject the petition to change the point of obligation as soon as possible. Thank you for considering 
our views on this important matter. 

Sincerely,  
 

       
Dennis Williams, President 
International Union, UAW  

 
DDW:JN:kmt 
opeiu494/afl-cio 
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From: Stilson, Ashley Nicole [mailto:astilson@law.pace.edu]
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 11:18 AM
To: Pruitt, Scott <Pruitt.Scott@epa.gov>
Cc: Ommen, Todd D. <tommen@law.pace.edu>
Subject: Notice of Intent to Sue

 

Good morning Administrator Pruitt, 

 

On behalf of our clients, named in the letter attached, please accept this email as a courtesy copy of the Pace Environmental Litigation
Clinic's notice of intent to sue the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding their failure to take action on certain New York
State water quality standards. A formal written notice has been sent to you via certified mail.

 

Kind regards, 

 

Ashley Stilson

Legal Intern, Pace Environmental Litigation Clinic

Articles Editor, Pace Environmental Law Review

J.D. Candidate, May 2017
Elisabeth Haub School of Law at Pace University

 

(b) (6)




















































































